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1. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. § 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming 
the subject matter which applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-18 and 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. The claims 
are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform with current U.S. practice. They appear to be a literal 
translation into English from a foreign document and are replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. For 
example: 

a. In claim 1, line 2, the term "said restraint" lacks antecedent basis within the claim. 

b. In the last line of claim 1, the term "the fixing point" lacks antecedent basis within the claim. 

c. In claims 7 and 8, the term "said belt" lacks antecedent basis within the claims. 

d. The scope of claims 9-13 and 22 is unclear as these claims are drawn to a different invention than 
claim 1, from which they depend. 

e. In claim 14, lines 2 and 3, the term "the containment" lacks antecedent basis within the claim. 

f. The scope of claim 17 is unclear. It is written as to be an apparatus type claim, but is devoid of 
structural limitations, appearing to be claiming a method of use. 

g. In claim 21, the term "said reel housing" lacks antecedent basis within the claims. 



3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. § 102 that form the basis for the 
rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103(^ which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set 

forth in this Office action: w 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the inviention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences betw^h the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

this application currently names joint inventors: ffi considering patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103, the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the 
time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised 
of the obligation under 37 C.F.R. § 1 .56 to point the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later inventibii was made in order for the examiner to consider the 
applicability of potential 35 U.S.C. § 102(f) or (g)f rior art under 35 U.S.C, § 103. 
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5. Claims 1-5, 7, 8 and 21, as understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Gray. 
Gray shows a containment device with the reels (60 and 70) mounted in a reel carrier (34) and webs (26 and 28) 
extending to an installation, the reel carrier being displaced from the installation as the webs unwind from the reels. 
The reel carrier includes a fixing component (38) attachable to a fixing component (44) of the installation, as the 
entire chair can be considered as the installation, as recited in claim 2. The reels of Gray have locking means (66) as 
recited in claim 3, 4 and 21, and a retraction means (62), as recited in claim 5. The elements that surround the slots 
for the belts at the location that they enter the carrier (34) are support members, as recited in claims 7 and 8. 

6. Claims 1-8 and 21, as understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Nelson. 
Nelson shows a belt shortening device that is displaceable and can be fixed anywhere along the length of the web, 
including at an end of the web and at an installation. Unwinding the web move displaces the device from the 
installation. It includes a lock (26), as recited in claims 3, 4 and 21, and a retraction means (36), as recited in claim 
5. It is sized and shaped to fit in a hand, as recited in claim 6, and a carrier (20) surrounds the belt, as recited in 
claims 7 and 8. 

7. Claims 9, 13, 17, 18 and 20, as understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Tremblay (cited by applicant) in view of Gray. Figur^6 of Tremblay shows a stair lift chair with a seat belt. It 
varies from the claims by not having a removably connecW reel. Gray shows a cushioned seat belt for use by a 
child, as detailed above. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made by applicant to substitute the seat belt of Gray onto the chair lift of Tremblay as to have it usable by a child, as 
per the teachings of Gray. 

8. Claims 9-12, 14-18, 20, 22 and 23, as understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tremblay in view of Nelson. Figure 6 W Tremblay shows a stair lift chair with a seat belt. It 
varies from the claims by not having a removably connecWd reel. Nelson shows a removable seat belt shortening 
device with a reel. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
by applicant to provide the seat belt of Tremblay with a shortening device, for use by smaller occupants, as taught 
by Nelson. 

9. Claims 14, 15 and 17-20, as understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tremblay in view of Stevenson et al. Figure 6 of Tremblay shows a stair lift chair with a seat belt. It varies from 
the claims by not having a removably connected reel. Stevenson et al shows a cushioned seat belt for use by a child 
have a reel carrier (10). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made by applicant to substitute the seat belt of Gray onto the chair lift of Tremblay as to have it usable by a child, as 
per the teachings of Stevenson et al. 
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10. 



An inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed 



to Thomas J. Brahan whose telephone number is (571) 272-6921. The examiner's supervisor, Ms. Katherine 
Matecki, can be reached at (571) 272-6951. The fax number for all patent applications is (571) 273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application Information 
Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR 
or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Questions regarding access to the Private PAIR 
system, should be directed to the Electronic Business Centij(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Thomas t^rahan 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3654 



